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xjpd-3034-59 
5 May 1959 


mtOimZXM FOR: 

smrsci t 

REFEREHCE : 


Acting Chief, 



Department of Air Force Support Problems 

OSD Jfemo dated 30 March 1959, subject: Air Force 
Support Problems 


*■« B-g6 Support : At the moment there la not a clear under- 
standing as to whether ve will, in the final analysis, have eight 
or twelve B~26 aircraft- T have talked at some length on this 
subject with PMD, and we have agreed to meet on 

or about 6 May to attempt to arrive at a firm position. 

2* Aircraft, Project On 21 April 1959 a 

memorandum was forwarded to Directorate of P lana , OSAF in which 
it was stated that funds in the amount of $25,000.00 were available 
to cover cost of required modification of subject aircraft. The 
Air Force was requested to configure this aircraft to conform 
with current MHAP aircraft in Bran. 


Qb 1 May received a telephone from Lt. 

Colonel Prouty in which ha stated that Air Force Headquarters 
would advise AMC/AMFEA take the necessary steps to have the 
modification effected and to contact EAOB for guidance. EAOB 
has been advised (DIR 25005, 0031 50813, 5 May 1959) of Air Force 
action and given guidance as to the work to be performed under this 
contract. 


25X1 


3* Project sacmELTHE Technical Representatives : The following 
comment® are sub^tt»?d wi th reference to paragraph 2 (b) of the 
referenced memo: 

a. Ike phasing-out of the Technical Representatives 
from this project definitely has been considered since the 
start of the SB-69 Program. As a matter of fact this was 
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SUBJECT? Department of Air Fare© Support Problem© 


of the promises upon which the Technical Representatives 
vare Justified in the early stages of planning* This was 
agreed upon by the Air Force and the Agency. 

b. However, tMs was never achieve, because the 
Air force would not guarantee the retention of the airmen 
after they were trained* neither would the Air Force 
guarantee replacements for these airmen when they were 
due to rotate to the EX. The net result being that we 
have been forced to retain the Technical Representatives 
as an indefinite program* 

The foregoing discussion is viewed entirely from the assignment 
of UBAF maintenance technician on the basis of economy. However, 
consideration should also be given to the utilisation of Agency 
civilian maintenance technicians. The use of the latter would be 
nHarMiiy war* costly than USAF technicians but would create leas 
of a rotational problem. 

ia ay opinion, it would be acre economical to utilize the 
Agency civilians from a long-term viewpoint. Additionally, X 
would recocraend phasing-out the Technical Representatives r. f- r 
the repl acemen t technicians are adequately trained — -probably 
one year after assignment to the Technical Representatives for 

training* 



yiGMfip 

25X1 

Chief* Materiel Branch 


Distribution: 

Orig & 1 - Addressee 
1 - AMS 
1 - Materiel 
1 - Chrono 
ffl- RI 


dpd/mb/ams 


:ngw/^?652 


25X1 


SECRET 

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/04/21 : CIA-RDP61-00763A0001 001 10176-8 




